July 18, 1968 






Editor 

The New York Times 
Times Square 
New York, New York 

Sir: 

At the time that professional apologist for the Warren Commission, 
John Sparrow, dribbled his spittle into the Times of London's "Lit- 
erary Supplement", your paper, which has religiously refused to 
consider any article by an author with evidence questioning the of- 
ficial fairy tale about our President's murder, carried and syndi- 
cated his lies. Your reporter located me in New Orleans and promised 
that at least a few of my answering words would be carried. They 
included a challenge to a confrontation. I was not quoted, nor did 
you in any way indicate that Sparrow's lies were less than a direct 
blessing from Heaven. 

Neek you oarried another and a really outrageous piece stemming from 
this Sparrow trash in whiohthe then-unmurdered brother of the mar- 
tyred President was held to blame if there was anything wrong with 
the investigation of his brother's assassination. 

Sparrow's magazine article, without the changing of a comma, suddenly 
became a book (of which no one had heard) and Sparrow was in the 
United States and on the "Today" Show to sell an unava liable book of 
which no one had heard, a book the stores could not find or sell, and 
then he was gone again, back to the Old Blighty he further blights. 

Is it not remarkable that this book was sold by an RCA subsidiary and 
publicized by an RCA subsidiary when RCA is one of the large war con- 
tractors and so obligated to the government? 

It is, of course, no more remarkable that NBC refuses the opportunity 
for response than that the New York Times does. Even in your Sunday 
magazine you have refused to consider articles from the other side, 

regardless of their content. 

After all of this, you suddenly find ample space for more of Sparrow's 
vilification, and no blue pencil, yet no space for response. I have 
been sent a copy of the piece he did and you syndicated - 36^6 inches 
in the oopy <i have - headed, "How to Make a Fool of YOurself Before 
20 Million People". In tho text I find those who cannot swallow and 
hold down what Sparrow does either "actually crooks" or "crazy"; 
"demonologists" ; or "a crowd of crooks and crackpots"; or "trouble- 
makers who stir up fantastic suspicions for evil ends". 

Specifically, I am "egregious". 

Can you justify your publication of such libels, regardless of their . 
source? Is this your concept of "all the news that's fit to print" 



Editor, NY Tlmed q 2 



S : = :HSS" 

S w%r f S’; d f”' en ,_ to “to ln hl> "books received'’ ,C 

opeSd U mfie^S flrSt 0n the aub J eot “> d the o°e P Lt 

£tk aij. a.'srLS/g^a, LTo^Tc^i j° 

the same New York Times that naked for and got a total~of’li 
?° p ‘ 9a ? f . ‘bet very seme book .before I started charging f 0 J 3 a He 
UsSed! t8 “‘- H ° r8fUSe<i *° ac knowl,dge any of thf ffu£ St l^l’puS! 

But whet about Sparrow, his honor, integrity, dependability? Hare 
’”•7“ to sparrow as you published hta end h£ great fieri? 

=if£| 7&SS&gg&Sg? 

M ?S£3.^3sK =s 

a crazy man, a crook , a "troublemaker”, or a "crackDo*-" ^whnt* 

Jo h tnL had ® or ?* ea P oa< ^ enGe with him. He falls to accept the challenge 

four h nub 1 1 ^ h«/f 1 v POrta ^ eroor in m y work# Which now extends to ^ 
lour published books on the subject. He does not for he cannot Yet 

lor thrietSliS“or e a°T U3 faol , lltlas *" d Tour earned reader Iruaf 
and o? da™^iff„?fn?? p8rsonal «* that is clearly both damaging 

It is now well past the time when the Times can consider that suonort 
of any government dictat is its major r espon slbllltv MP ° Pt 

one of you who participates in d.cl.lo£SS^ I“ 6 ^ k es *£.’ 

yo ur a e Ireland ‘history 0 to ¥g?ul^Tj^/ t g‘” r ' mat “ 1U 

trchbio you long ago Should have to'try ^nTlJaro Jtat*S£ t^t^U 
wind up .horoughly ashamed. Have you thought of this? It is inevitable. 

know'' and because YIrttSSi 1 ' 

hit iLgLfIror < ’iS U ccnt^t: m ° Unt ° f dooum9rl tation sc vast you can . 



Editor, N YTimes . 3 



What a sad day it is for our society when those of us who are unknown 
and entirely without means must carry the obligation of a really free 
press, not only as surrogates for the wealthy, powerful press, but in 
spite of its most stalwart efforts to prevent us l 

Because this i3 a personal letter and not for publication, I will 

share this added bit on him you exalt, the warden of All Saints. 

I wondered how a man so terribly wrong and of so high a station would 
dare risk a reputation in this manner, and for what purpose. What 
bugs him, I asked myself. Inquiries among dependable British corre- 
spondents soon made it clear that he is parti prls . The information 
I got from them is that he has long-time intelligence connections and 
is also homosexual. With the obvious involvement of intelligence in 
this assassination, with Clay Shaw’s well-known public reputation. 

Sparrow is on two counts, at the very least, something other than an 

entirely impartial man. This is not to say that a partisan should 

not write, but it is to claim that he cannot, honorably, behind the 
false front of disinterest. 

So I wrote Sparrow and asked him to confirm or deny each of these 
things. He declined, giving as his reason that I would not believe 
him. I responded and asked that, whether or not he considered I would 
believe him, he might at least make a pro forma denial for the record. 

The next thing I read was the trash you printed. 

Yours is a particularly shameful record because yours is a particu- 
larly great paper, with a responsibility like no other. You have ab- 
dicated diet responsibility, and on the basic issue of the day. There 
is no policy of the government, right or wrong, that does not derive 
from the President's murder. When the government that came into power 
through that murder alone "investigates" it, it investigates its own 
legitimacy. When that investigation is, at best, unbelievable and, at 
worst, deliberately false, what has happened to the country, to its 
basic institutions? And what of the policies that were immediately 
reversed, those policies that today are the root of the national travail? 

It 13 no more "coincidence" than the tinfailing policy of the New York 
Times to print all the roguggitetion cf the intellectual finks, all the 
libels that defame those of us who seek the truth, and to refuse every 
article on the other side, to refuse even to look at evidence when it 
is offered. 

I make this offer again, but this time not without restriction. I 
will show you what you would see of what I have gathered, but in con- 
fidence. And trite as it must seem to the publisher of the Sparrows 
and the exalter of the Epsteins, I quote "Ask not what your country 
can do for you. A3k what you can do for your country." 

Sincerely, 



Harold Weisberg 



